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responsibility than any other country for the War, and that her special
fault lay in giving a criminally uncritical allegiance to the barbarous
doctrine and practice of Prussian militarism. The survival of this
anachronistic Prussian regime in Germany, right into the twentieth
century, brought a tremendous calamity upon the World—but that
now belongs to the past. After all, the chief sufferer from this
calamity in the end has been Germany herself. She has suffered an
utter defeat, and the Prussianism which was her bane as well as ours
had perished in the debacle. Henceforth we have to deal no longer
with the Prussian system and the Prussian governing class but with
the German people, who have shown where they wish to stand by
turning their Reich into a democratic republic. In spite of their
unfortunate political past, the Germans—man, woman and child—
are individually people of like passions with you and us. Treat them
as you would treat any one else, and you will see that they will
respond; but for goodness sake do not persist, in saecula saeeulorum,
in meting out to the new Germany of Weimar a measure meet for
the old Germany of Potsdam. If anything could conjure the exorcized
spirit of Prussianism back into the German body politic, the way to
produce that disastrous miracle would be the way of Monsieur
Poincare!'
A detached observer who came across this British thesis in 1933
might have endorsed it cToo late!' After the passage of fourteen
years during which the British had been making representations
while the French had been taking action, Monsieur Poincare's sowing
of the storm had duly reaped a Hitlerian whirlwind; and, if the
British had failed to prevent this, the British themselves were very
largely to blame. They were to blame because their policy had been
selfishly and short-sightedly half-hearted. With half their hearts and
minds they had been trying to keep out of Continental European
entanglements altogether, and so—for fear of being drawn into
committing themselves—they had never given more than half their
energies to their salvage-work of bringing the French to reason.
In consequence, ikvpolitique Poincare had prevailed, and Herr Hitler
had triumphed on the strength of it. As Mr. Churchill put it—
apostrophizing Ministers in a debate in the House of Commons at
Westminster on the 7th November, 1933: 'You cannot be the saviours
of Europe on a limited liability.'1 This stricture was difficult, in 1933,
for the British to parry; but in an undisguisable catastrophe Man's
1 Mr. Churchill's own prescription, of course, was not to increase the liability
but to diminish it to vanishing-point. For the policy advocated by Mm in 1933,
see further p. 170 below.

